412           FEDERALISM IN  CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE
cipated the formerly oppressed nationalities of the Tsarist empire. But it has done so mainly by destroying, with Russian revolutionary support, those local feudal forces upon which Tsarist rule had been based, as in Central Asia,1 or by using preponder-atingly Russian forces to effect an anti-Russian agrarian revolution in favour of the native population.2 The most essential feature in recent Soviet developments, the " Second Revolution " of 1928-33, especially in the field of agricultural collectivisation, has been described by authoritative Soviet sources as a " revolution from above ", although supported by strong forces from below.3 It did not originate in Georgia or Uzbekistan.
However important this consideration may be, it must not be over-emphasised. Firstly, it does not cover the most essential cultural field, Moscow can decide, with due information from local Uzbek sources, what tendencies in Uzbek cultural life it is desired to encourage, which to discourage, and which simply to suppress. But no tendencies of Uzbek cultural life can be created in Moscow. The only thing that can be done is to follow a general policy that encourages the Uzbek people *to work in . directions likely to further those trends that are felt to be desirable. Moscow can really direct how Uzbek children are to be taught the Russian language, literature and history (for in Samarkand they do not know very much about Russian history). But as the general policy of the Soviet is to give the main education in the mother tongue, education in Uzbekistan will be the result of a synthesis, and will not be dominated by central influences.
Secondly, it is one thing to say that the Soviet Constitution has hitherto worked mainly from above downwards, and another to say that it is unable to a certain degree to work in the reverse direction. Nearly all the history of the U.S.S.R., although it covers a quarter of a century and has been crowned with remarkable success, is a history of war and revolution. The closest objects of comparison are federations that were either distinct failures, such as Germany or Austria, or can be considered successful only in view of a very long record, as the U.S.A. and Switzerland, Most Americans, including those who are very proud of their country's achievements during such periods as 1787-1812 or 1850-1875 would indignantly reject the suggestion thafthey should prove the federal character of American political
1 See Lobanoff-Rostovsky, op. cit.9 p. 247.       2 See above, pp. 34.3, 348 and 353. 8 See the official History of the Gommanst Party of the U.S.S.R., Engl. ied. (1939),' P- 305-